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THE STRUCTURE OF SYMBOLIC POWERS OF MATROIDS
PAOLO MANTERO AND VINH NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. We describe the structure of the symbolic powers 1) of the Stanley—Reisner ideals,
and cover ideals, I, of matroids. We (a) prove a structure theorem describing a minimal generating
set for every I®); (b) describe the (non—standard graded) symbolic Rees algebra R (I) of I and
show its minimal algebra generators have degree at most ht I; (c) provide an explicit, simple formula
to compute the largest degree of a minimal algebra generator of R (I); (d) provide algebraic applica-
tions, including formulas for the symbolic defects of I, the initial degree of 1 (9 and the Waldschmidt
constant of /; (e) provide a new algorithm allowing fast computations of very large symbolic powers
of I.

One of the by—products is a new characterization of matroids in terms of minimal generators of
1® for some ¢ > 2. In particular, it yields a new, simple characterization of matroids in terms of
the minimal generators of 7(®. This is the first characterization of matroids in terms of 7®), and
it complements a celebrated theorem by Minh—Trung, Varbaro, and Terai-Trung which requires the
investigation of homological properties of I ) for some ¢ > 3.

1. INTRODUCTION

This is the first of a series of paper aimed at unveiling the structure of the symbolic powers
of Stanley—Reisner ideals, or cover ideals, of matroids. Matroids are ubiquitous in the mathematics
literature, partly because they capture the notion of “independence” in a variety of different contexts,
thus providing a uniform theory which can then be applied to different areas of mathematics. In
this manuscript we specifically investigate one of the relations between matroids and Commutative
Algebra. We study C'-matroidal ideals, i.e. ideals which are either the Stanley—Reisner ideal or the
cover ideal of a matroid, see Definition In this introduction, for the sake of simplicity, we just
state our results for Stanley—Reisner ideals instead of C'-matroidal ideals.

There is a vast literature investigating the Stanley—Reisner ideals Ia associated to a simplicial
complex A. By identifying the independence complex of a matroid with the matroid itself, one
can consider matroids as a subcollection of all simplicial complexes. Considering the many known
characterizations of matroids, researchers investigated the question of characterizing matroids in
terms of Stanley—Reisner ideals. A very elegant answer was provided around 2011 in terms of
symbolic powers of Ia.

We briefly recall here that symbolic powers arise naturally in several contexts in Commutative
Algebra and Algebraic Geometry, in particular in the study of multi—variate polynomial interpo-
lation problems. While they have been widely investigated over the past 70 years, in general
symbolic powers are very challenging to describe — even for squarefree monomial ideals! — and
are, in fact, the main characters in a number of celebrated open questions in the literature. To
name a few: Nagata’s conjecture (raised in connection to Nagata’s counterexample to Hilbert’s
14th problem) [CHMR13], Eisenbud-Mazur conjecture (motivated by the investigation
of the (non—)existence of non—trivial evolutions in the theory of Galois representations)
Conj 2.25], Chudnovsky’s conjecture (related to polynomial interpolation problems)
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Conj 1.1] Conj 1.3], a number of conjectures by Harbourne and
Huneke [HHI13], and Conforti—-Cornuejols conjecture (originally stated in 1993 in the context of
combinatorial optimization theory and later translated in Commutative Algebra language by Gitler—
Valencia—Villarreal [GVVO07]]) Conj 1.6] Section 4.2] — which even had a
$5,000 prize attached if it were solved, or disproved, by December 2020 [CorO1]).

Back to matroids, the following celebrated theorem, first proved independently by Minh—Trung
and Varbaro [Varl1l], and later strengthened by Terai-Trung [TT12]], provides a character-
ization of when a simplicial complex A is a matroid in terms of (good homological properties of)
some symbolic power of the Stanley—Reisner ideal /A. See for a new, elementary proof of the
following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 ([TT12, Theorem 3.6]). Let A be a simplicial complex on [n], let In C R :=
klxy,...,zy] be its Stanley—Reisner ideal. The following are equivalent:

(1) A is a matroid,

(2) R/I(AZ) is Cohen-Macaulay for every { > 1,

(3) R/I(Aé) satisfies Serre’s property (S2) for every £ > 1,
(4) R/I(Aé) satisfies Serre’s property (Sq) for some ¢ > 3.

As stated in the abstract, our main objective is to develop a theory allowing one to virtually
answer any question about any symbolic power I (AZ) of the Stanley—Reisner ideal /A of any matroid.
In this paper we make a first fundamental step in this direction by providing a structure theorem that

completely describes a minimal generating set of 1 (AZ) for any A and /. In an upcoming paper by the

)

same authors, this structure theorem is a cornerstone to answer several other questions about I(AZ
.

In any polynomial ring, besides the complete intersection ideals (where ordinary and symbolic
powers agree), there are very few classes of ideals I for which a description of the minimal gen-
erators of all symbolic powers I() are known. Ideals defining star configurations — see
Def 2.1] or the line after Definition 3.11]— are one such class, see Thm 3.6] for the case
of ht I = 2 and Thm 4.9] for the general case.

Since ideals of star configurations are Stanley—Reisner ideals of uniform matroids on some
groundset [n], our first main result generalizes the structure theorem Thm 4.9] to any
matroid. The generalization is non—trivial for several reasons, including that uniform matroids (and,
thus, ideals of star configurations) have a natural action of the symmetric group .S,, on them, a fact
widely exploited in and [Man20Q], while, conjecturally, asymptotically almost every
matroid on [n] is asymmetric, i.e. it is not fixed by any non-trivial subgroup of S,,, e.g.
Conj 1.2].

It is our understanding that our first main result provides the largest class of ideals for which a
minimal generating set of the symbolic powers are explicitly described. Recall that for a monomial
ideal L, G(L) denotes the unique minimal generating set of L consisting of monomials.

Theorem 1.2. (Structure Theorem37) Let A be a matroid, and let I = Ix. Then G(I\9) consists
precisely of the monomials m of the form m = my - - - mg, where each m; is a squarefree minimal
generator of 1) for some 1 < ¢; < ht I with " ¢; = £, and supp(my) D ... D supp(ms).

In fact, the theorem provides a “tower” structure for the minimal generators of (Y, resembling
the ones seen in standard monomial theory. It states that all minimal generators are obtained by
stacking squarefree generators of smaller symbolic powers with nested support.
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In the second main result of this paper we prove that the presence of this “tower” structure for
some symbolic power I(AZ) with £ > 2 actually characterizes when A is a matroid. This may be
useful as the “tower” structure is particularly simple to describe or analyze for I(2).

Theorem 1.3. Let A be a simplicial complex. Let I be the Stanley Reisner In. The following are
equivalent:

(1) A is a matroid,

(2) Forall £ > 1, the elements of G(I (Z)) have the form described in Theorem[[.2]

(3) For some { > 2, the elements of G(I (Z)) have the form described in Theorem[[.2]

(4) GIP) = {m?,...,m2} UG(SFy(I)), where G(I) = {mx, ..., m,} and SFy(I) is the
ideal of squarefree monomials in (2.

Similarly to how the Rees algebra of I C R provides a ring which can be used to study all
ordinary powers of I at once, the symbolic Rees algebra Rs(I) = @0 [Dt! C R[t] allows
one to study all symbolic powers at once. For most ideals I, the ring R4(I) is not Noetherian.
However, Herzog, Hibi, and Trung proved in 2007 that R (1) is Noetherian for any monomial ideal
I [HHTO7]. It follows that R¢(I) has finitely many minimal generators as an algebra over R. We
call the largest ¢-degree of a minimal R-algebra generator of Rs([) the symbolic Noether number
of I as it is the symbolic Rees algebra analogue of the Noether number in Invariant Theory. The
symbolic Noether number of [ is then a measure of the complexity of the symbolic powers of an
ideal. Herzog, Hibi, and Trung proved that even for squarefree monomial ideals I the symbolic
Noether number of I can be extremely large — in fact, it cannot be bounded by any linear function
in the number of variables of the ring Ex. 5.5].

In stark contrast with the above, the description given in Theorem implies that the symbolic
Noether number of A is actually small, in fact, it is bounded above by the corank of A, which is
the height of A, when A is a matroid. We then refine this result by completely characterizing the
symbolic Noether number of Ia, see Theorem 471

Then, to illustrate a potential use of the above theorems, we provide several different applications.
The symbolic defects of an ideal I have been introduced in to measure how far is 7(9)
from I¢. These integers are extremely challenging to compute, e.g. they are not even known for
squarefree monomials of height 2 [DG20]. One of the very few cases where they are known is
for ideals of star configurations Cor 4.13]. Here, we provide a formula in terms of the
minimal number of generators of (), Theorem [5.1} We introduce the notion of ideals of maximal
symbolic defects, see Definition which may be of independent interest, and, in another main
result, Theorem [5.12] we characterize the (many) matroids A for which some (equivalently, every)
symbolic defect of A is maximal.

We also provide combinatorial descriptions for the initial degrees of I(AZ) and the Waldschmidt
constant of Ia, see Corollary and a Macaulay?2 algorithm to compute symbolic powers of
I®)_ The algorithm complements existing algorithms, as it is very fast for large £, see Section 8l

Of independent interest may be the notion of uniformity—threshold of a pure simplicial complex.
The uniformity—threshold of a matroid A can be deduced from the girth of A. We employ the
uniformity—threshold to characterize paving matroids and refine some of the above formuals; this
yields, for instance, simpler formulas and more accurate bounds for ideals associated to paving or
sparse paving matroids. Our results apply to ground fields % of any characteristic.

The structure of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we recall basic definitions and establish
most of the notation used in the paper. In Section 3 we prove Theorems and [[.3] In Section
4 we study the structure of the symbolic Rees algebra of ideals I associated to matroids and the
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symbolic Noether number. In Section 5 we study the symbolic defects of . In Section 6 we study
other invariants associated to 7). In Section 7 we introduce the uniformity—threshold, and provide
simpler formulas in the case of paving and sparse paving matroids. In Section 8 we provide a fast
Macaulay? algorithm to compute (9.

Acknowledgment. When this paper was in preparation, we had a private communication with
M. DiPasquale, L. Fouli, A. Kumar, and S. Tohdneanu where we informed them about some of
the results we proved in this paper and in our upcoming paper [MN]. Later, they have shared with
us a preprint of their paper [DFKT], where they have drawn some interesting connections between
Rs(Ia) and coding theory, when A is a matroid, and whose results are obtained independently from
ours.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND BACKGROUND

In this section we collect basic definitions and facts, and establish some notation. Following
standard notation in matroid theory, for a set F’ and an element x, we will write F' — z for F' — {z}
and F'U z for FU {x}.

2.1. Matroids. One of the most common ways to define a matroid is by specifying its bases. We
list out three equivalent ways to do so.

Definition 2.1. A matroid M on a ground set V consists of a non-empty collection B of subsets of
V' whose elements satisfy any of the following equivalent basis exchange properties.

(1) (Basis exchange property) For any ', G € B and for any v € F—G, there existaw € G—F
such that (F —v) Uw € B.

(2) (Symmetric basis exchange property) For any F,G € B and for any v € F — G, there exist
aw € G — F such that both (F —v)Uw € Band (G —w)Uv € B.

(3) (Symmetric multi-basis exchange property) For any F,G € B, and for any subset A C
F—G, there exist a subset B C G—F such that both (F—A)UB € Band (G—B)UA € B.

The elements of B are called bases of M. Any subset of any basis is called an independent set of M.
The rank of any subset A C 'V, denoted r(A), is the size of the largest independent set contained in
A. One can show that all bases of M have the same size, hence the rank of V' is equal to the size of
any basis of M, and one defines this number r (M) to be the rank of M.

In this paper, the set V' will be finite, so we will take V' to be [n] := {1, ...,n}. Next we explain
why, by slight abuse of notation, we can think of any matroid as a simplicial complex.

Remark 2.2. To any matroid M on [n] one can associate a simplicial complex Apr on [n], called
the independence complex of the matroid, whose facets are precisely the bases of M. A simplicial
complex A is matroidal if A = Ay for some matroid M.

It is easy to check that the above association is 1-to—1, i.e. if Ay = Ap, then M = N. Since
in this paper we discuss ideals usually associated to simplicial complexes, then we will identify a
matroid with its independence complex. When we will write “Let /A be a matroid”, we will mean
“Let A be a matroidal simplicial complex”.

We now gather other relevant definitions and properties of matroids. We will refer to the standard
reference books of or [Well0] for other well known properties of matroids.

Definition 2.3. Let A be a matroid on [n| with rank function r. The closuse of a set A C [n] is
cl(A) = {i € [n] : r(AU7) = r(A)}. Aflat of A is a closed subset of [n], i.e. a subset A C [n]
with A = cl(A). A hyperplane of A is a flat of rank r(M) — 1.
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There is another definition of matroid based on its circuits. This definition will be the most useful
for our purposes as there is a direct connection between the circuits of a matroid and generators of
its associated Stanley—Reisner ideal.

Definition 2.4. Let A be a matroid on [n]. A subset C C A is a circuit of A if it is a dependent set
of M that is minimal with respect to inclusion.

Conversely, a collection C of subsets of [n] is a set of circuits of a matroid M on [n] if and only if
C satisfies the following properties.

(1) O ¢C.
(2) For any pair C1,Cs € C, if Cy C Cy then C = Cs.
(3) For distinct circuits Cy,Cy if v € C1 N Cy, then 3C3 € C such that C3 C (C, U Cq) — .

Next we define the dual of a matroid A, loops, and coloops.

Definition 2.5. Let A be a matroid on [n].
(1) The dual of A, denoted A*, is a matroid on [n] whose collection of basis B* is defined as
B*={[n] - F:F € B}.
The rank function r* of A* is called the corank function.

(2) Aloop of A is an element v € [n] not contained in any basis of A, i.e. {v} is a circuit.
(3) A coloop of A is an element v € [n] contained in every basis of A, i.e. v is a loop of A*.

Next we discuss the truncations and elongations of a matroid.

Definition 2.6. Let A be a matroid on [n] with rank function r. For any h € Ny,

o the h-truncation Ay, of A is the matroid whose bases are the independent sets of A of size
r(A) — h.

e the elongation A" of A to rank (or to height) r(A) + h is the matroid whose independent
sets are the subsets H C [n] with |H| —r(H) < h.

These two concepts are dual in the sense that the dual of the elongation of A to rank r(A) + h is
the h-th truncation of the dual of A, i.e. (A")* = (A*)y.

2.2. Stanley—Reisner and Cover Ideal of Matroids. Recall that for this paper  is any field, [n] =
{1,...,n}, R=Fk[zy1,...,z,],and m = (z1,...,x,). For a simplicial complex A on [n] we write
e F(A) for the set of all facets of A,
e pp=(x; | i€ F)forany F € A.
We now introduce two squarefree monomial ideals commonly associated to a simplicial complex.

Definition 2.7. Let A be a simplicial complex on [n)].
(1) The cover ideal of A is the monomial ideal

J(A) = () pr
FeF(A)
(2) The Stanley—Reisner ideal of A is the monomial ideal
VINEES ﬂ Pin)—F-
FeF(A)
Next, we establish a few pieces of notation relative to monomial ideals used throughout the paper.

Notation 2.8. (1) Let I be a monomial ideal in R. We denote by
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(i) G(I) the unique minimal generating set of I consisting of monomials;
(ii) Ass(R/I) the set of prime ideals p C R such that p = I : x for some © € R; it is
well-known that any such p has the form p = pp for some F C [n];
(iii) ht I the height of I, which is ht I = min{|F| | pr € Ass(R/I)};
(iv) dim(R/I) the dimension of R/I, which isn — ht I;
(v) SF(I) the ideal of all squarefree monomials in 1.
(2) If m is any monomial in R, we denote the support of m by supp(m), i.e.

supp(m) := {xz; | x; divides m}.
To simplify the notation, we will identify supp(m) with {i € [n] | z; € supp(m)}.
(3) For a subset of vertices A C [n], we set x4 := Hie A Ti, i.e. T 4 1s the squarefree monomial
whose support is A.

Eg if I = (z,9)2 N (z,2)? N (y,2)% then G(I) = {xyz, 2%y?, 2222, y?2%}, Ass(R/I) =
{(z,y), (x,2), (y,2)}, ht [ =2, SF(I) = (xyz) and supp(zyz) = {z,y, z}.

Let A be a matroid, we now recall some well-known connections between generators of ideals
associated to a matroid and the circuits and hyperplanes of the matroid.

Proposition 2.9. Let A be a matroid. Then
(1) A* is a matroid.
(2) {supp(m) : m € G(Ip)} is the set of circuits of A.
(3) {supp(m) : m € G(J(A))} is the set of cocircuits of A.
(4) H is a hyperplane of A if and only if x(,)_p is a minimal generator of J (A).
(5) dim(R/I) = r(A), while ht In = ht J(A*) = r(A*).
(6) A has aloop <= I contains a variable <= J(A) is extended from a smaller polynomial
ring.

We now define matroidal ideals in our context. For a squarefree monomial ideal I there are,
in the literature, two main (different) ways of defining I to be a “matroidal ideal”: G(I) could be
generated by the circuits of a matroid, see e.g. [NPSO00], [MTLI], [Varll], [GHMNI17], or G(I)
could be generated by the bases of a matroid, see e.g. [HHO6]. To avoid confusion, we recall both
definitions and we distinguish them by adding a C'- or B- in front of “matroidal”.

Definition 2.10. A squarefree monomial ideal I C R is

(1) C-matroidal if I satisfies one of the following equivalent conditions:
(i) the elements of G(I) satisfy the Circuits axioms of a matroid,
(ii) R/I(z) is Cohen—Macaulay for some { > 3,
(iii) I is the Stanley—Reisner ideal of a matroid,
(iv) 1 is the cover ideal of a matroid.
(2) B-matroidal if I satisfies one of the following equivalent conditions:
(i) the elements of G(I) satisfy the Bases axioms of a matroid (i.e. I is the facet ideal of
a matroid),
(ii) I is the Alexander dual of a C-matroidal ideal.

In this paper we only work with C'-matroidal ideals.

Remark 2.11. In Definition2.10) the equivalence (i) <= (iii) holds by definition of Stanley—Reisner
ideal and Proposition (2). Also, (ii) <= (iii) holds by Theorem [[1l Finally, (iii) <= (iv)
follows by Proposition[2.9(1) and Definition 2.7 in particular one has

J(A*) = Ia and J(A) = Ia~.
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Most statements will assume that I is a C-matroidal ideal, i.e. either I = In or I = J(A) for
some matroid A. However, by (iii) <= (iv), our proofs will only involve only of one of these ideals
and, whenever needed, we will describe a way to obtain a proof for the other ideal.

3. THE STRUCTURE THEOREM FOR SYMBOLIC POWERS OF C-MATROIDAL IDEALS AND NEW
CHARACTERIZATIONS OF MATROIDS

In this section we prove our first two main results. The first one provides an explicit description of

the minimal monomial generating set G (I(AZ)) for the symbolic power I(AZ) of any Stanley—Reisner

or cover ideal of a matroid A. These minimal generators have a very specific “tower” structure,
resembling the structure in standard monomial theory.

At the end of the section we prove our second main result, i.e. for a squarefree monomial ideal 7,
being C'-matroidal is actually equivalent to G/( (Z)) having this “tower” structure for some ¢ > 2.

We begin by recalling the definition of symbolic powers. In the context of this paper it suffices
to define them for a squarefree monomial ideal I. See for instance [DDSG™18b| for a more general
and in-depth treatment of symbolic powers.

Definition 3.1. Ler I C R be a squarefree monomial ideal. The ¢(-th symbolic power of I is
JCI S
peAss(R/T)
We write SFy(I) :== SF(IY) for the squarefree part of I\0).
We recall a well-known membership criterion.

Remark 3.2. Let A be a simplicial complex, I = In C k[z1,...,x,] and m = z{* -+ 28" for
a; > 0. Then with A = {a; | a; > 0},

melD e > a= > a>lforall F € F(A) <Y a; > {forall G € F(A").
i€[n]—F I€A—F =€

Equivalently, in the language of vertex cover algebras in [HHTO7], m € I @) if and only if the
exponents vector of m forms an (-cover of A*. In addition, m is a minimal generator of I if and
only if the exponent vector of m is a basic {-cover of A*.

The following easy observation is often used to prove minimality of some generators of I(©). We
state it for squarefree monomial ideals because of our context, but the same proof holds for any
(definition of) symbolic power of any monomial ideal.

Remark 3.3. Let I be a squarefree monomial ideal, m € G(I (Z)). If there exist 0 < dq,dy < ¢ and
monomials m1, ma with m; € 1'% fori = 1,2 with dy + do = £, then m; € G(I(di))fori =12

Proof. Assume by contradiction m € G(I (dl)) properly divides my, then mmsy € I(4)(d2) C 1(0)
properly divides m, contradicting the minimality of m. O

We now introduce two new properties associated to a simplicial complex A and prove that any
of them is equivalent to A being a matroid.

Definition 3.4. Let A be a simplicial complex on [n]. For any subset A C [n], let
ha:=min{|A—-H| | He F(A)} and ca=min{|ANH|| He F(A)}.
We say that A satisfies properties
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(%) if, for every subset A C [n] and F' € F(A), there exists G € F(A) with
|A—G|=ha, and A—G C A—F;
(x*) if; for every subset A C [n] and F € F(A), there exists G € F(A) with
[ ANG|=ca, and ANGC ANF.
From the equality A — H = AN ([n] — H) it follows that the two properties are dual:
Remark 3.5. A matroid A satisfies property (x) if and only if A* satisfies property (x*).
Somewhat surprisingly, these two properties provide new characterizations of matroids.

Theorem 3.6. Let A be a simplicial complex. The following are equivalent:
(1) A is a matroid,

(2) A satisfies property (%),
(3) A satisfies property (¥*).

Proof. In view of Proposition 2.91(1) and Remark [3.5] we only need to show (1) <= (2).

(1) = (2): Let F' € F(A) beabasisand A C [n]. If hy = |A — F, just take G to be F'. We
may then assume h4 < |A — F|. Let F” be a basis of A such that hy = |A — F’|, then necessarily
|[ANF'| > |ANF|. As AN F"and AN F are independent sets of different sizes in a matroid,
then one can find an independent set G’ O A N F such that |G'| = |A N F'|. Now, let G be a
basis containing G’. Then G O AN F and hence A — G C A — F. Now as G D G’, we have
|A— G| <|A—-G'|=|A— F'| = ha. But then by minimality of h4 we have |A — G| = ha.

(2) = (1): We first show that A is pure. We will apply property (x) with A = [n]. Now,

ha=min{|[n] — H| | H € F(A)}.

Suppose A is not pure, then there is F' € F(A) such that |[n] — F| > hag, then by (x) there is a
G € F(A) suchthat hy = |[n] — G| < |[n] — F| and [n] — G C [n] — F. This implies that ' C G,
contradicting that F’ is a facet of A.

We next show that F(A) satisfies Definition 2.1}(1). Since A is pure it suffices to show that, for
any F' # G € F(A) andi € F — G, there exists H # F in F(A) such that ' — ¢ C H and
(G—F)NH # 0. Since A is pure then |F' — G| = |G — F|. Set A := (FUG) — i. Notice
that A—F =G —-Fand A—G=F — (GUi), hence |A — F| > |A— G| > ha. By property
(%) there exists H € F(A) with A — H C A — F, in particular this implies that H # F. Since
(F —1i), (G — F)isapartition of A,and A— H C A— F =G — F, we get both F — i C H and
(G—F)NH#. O

We are now ready for the first main result, the Structure Theorem.

Theorem 3.7. (Structure Theorem) Let I be a C-matroidal ideal (see Definition 2.10). Then

m; € G(I(CY‘)) and is squarefree, where 1 < ¢; < ht 1
G([(z))_{ m=mq---ms }

with > ¢; = € and supp(mq) 2 ... D supp(my)

Definition 3.8. If I is C-matroidal and m € G(I (Z)), it is easily seen that there is a unique way of
writing m as m = my - - - mg for m; € SE, (I) with Y, ¢; = { and supp(m;) 2 supp(m1).
We call the sequence of integers (c1,ca, ..., cs) the symbolic type of m.

Proof. Since J(A) = Ia~, we only need to prove the statement for I := I5. Throughout the proof,
we use the equivalence of statements (1) and (2) in Theorem
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“C” We proceed by induction on ¢ > 1. For ¢ = 1 the statement is trivial. Now let £ > 1 and
let m € G(IY). If m € SF,(I), then there is nothing to show. We may then assume m is not
squarefree. Let mj be the squarefree part of m, i.e. m; := x4 where A := supp(m), and let
mgy := m/my. Since supp(msg) C supp(my), if we show there exists ¢; with m; € I(e1) and
my € I~ then by Remark [3.3] we obtain m; € G(I(°V)) and my € G(I*~°V)) and then we are
done by induction, provided 1 < ¢; < min{ht I, ¢ — 1}. (Note: in general, if A is not matroidal,
the inclusion m; € G(I(“)) does not imply that my = m/m; € 1¢=¢1))

Let ¢1 := h 4 be the number defined in property (x) of Definition[3.4] By the criterion in Remark
we see that ¢; = max {t | m; € I(t)}, somy € I, Since m; € VI = I, then ¢; > 1,
and since m is not squarefree, then m # my, thus my ¢ 10 so cg < ¢ —1. Also, since mq
divides Tfp) = X1 Tn and, clearly, Ty € gt l) gt I+1) then cg <htl,sol < ¢ <
min{ht I, ¢ —1}.

Next we show mo € I¢=1) Write m := [Licax fora; > 0, s0my := [[;cs 3:?"_1. Let
B :=supp(mz) € A,s0a; =1<=i€ A—B. Forany ' € F(A),then ) ;.5 p(a; —1) =
Zie A F(a,- — 1), so by the criterion in Remark [3.2] it suffices to prove that,

Z (aj—1) >4 —c.

I€EA-F
By property (), there is G € F(A) with |A — G| =c;and A — G C A — F. Then

Y (ai-1)= > (a;-1) = < > ai> —|A=G|>0l—¢c.
1€A-F 1€A-G 1€A-G

“D” Again we induct on £ > 1. If £ = 1, there is nothing to show. For £ > 1, let m be a
monomial of the form m = m; -- - mg for m; € SF,,(I) with supp(m;) 2 supp(m;+1) for every
7, and assume 1 < ¢; < ht I and Zle ¢; = L. Itisclearthatm € I (©) hence m is divisible by some
m € G(IV), we will show m = . By the forward inclusion, m = ;- - - iy with m; € SFy, (1)
for some d; > 1 and supp(m;) 2 supp(m;41) for every j. Now supp(m) C supp(m). If
their supports are equal then m; = myq, and (m/my)| (m/my) in I¢=¢1), hence by induction
m/mi = m/my, thus m = m.

Hence we may assume supp(m) C supp(m). Since m; | m; and they are both squarefree, then
dy < ci. This yields a contradiction, because, by induction, m /m is a minimal generator of ¢ — d;
and divides m/my, which is a minimal generator of the smaller symbolic power ¢ — ¢;. U

It is natural to ask whether there are other squarefree monomial ideals I whose generators G/(1¥))
have such a “tower” structure — i.e. each layer is a squarefree minimal generator of some I(%) with
>>¢; = {, and their supports are nested. In Theorem [3.24] we show that the answer is no, i.e.
C-matroidal ideals are the only ones.

It follows immediately from the Structure Theorem that each symbolic power I(©) can be de-
scribed only in terms of squarefree parts. Recall that SF(I) denotes the squarefree part of 1 ©,

Theorem 3.9. Let ¢ € 7. Let I be a C-matroidal ideal, and write ¢ := ht I. Then
¢

1O =N"1010 L SF(I), and 1Y = > SE ()™ - SE,(I)%.
=0 a1+2as ... +>cgc:€
Aly..,Qc>

Example 3.10. Consider the C-matroidal ideal I = (af,cd, bde,bce) C kla,b,c,d, e, f], which
has height 3. To illustrate the use of Structure Theorem[3.70 we write a couple of minimal generators
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of some symbolic powers of I. Using Proposition or Corollary 321 we find that
SFy(I) = (acdf, bede, abee f, abdef), SF3(I) = (abedef).

To obtain minimal generators of certain symbolic powers, we multiply powers of minimal gener-
ators of I, SF5(I), and SF5(I) so that the supports of the generators form a containment chain.
For instance, if we take my = abcdef € SF3(I), mg = acdf € SFy(I), ms = af € I, we get that

(m1)2(m2)4(m3)1 _ a7b266d662f7 c G(I(2-3+4-2+1-1)) _ G(I(15))

Conversely, by the above theorem, all monomials in G(I (Z)) can be decomposed as above, e.g.
m = ab’dfe3 f € G(I19), can be written as m = (abedef)(bede)? (ed)?.
One way to visualize these minimal generators is to arrange them in “towers”, e.g.

cd

bede ®)
bede €I
abcde f

Using the methods introduced by Geramita, Harbourne, Migliore, and Nagel in , one
can specialize the Structure Theorem to any symbolic power of any specialization of a C'-matroidal
ideal. We recall the relevant definitions.

Recall that homogeneous polynomials f1, ..., f, in R form a regular sequence if every f; is a
non—zero divisor on S/(f1,..., fi—1).

Definition 3.11. (see Section 3]) Let f1,. .., fn be homogeneous polynomials (of pos-
sibly different degrees) in some polynomial ring S over k. Let ¢ : R — S be the k-algebra
homomorphism defined by p(x;) = f; for everyi = 1,...,n. Let L C R be any monomial ideal,
we write L for the ideal generated by o(G(L)).

(1) Let I be a C-matroidal ideal in R, let ¢ :== ht I. Further assume assume that any ¢ + 1 of
the f;’s form a regular sequence. Then

e The ideal I, is called a specialization of I, or the (defining) ideal of a matroidal con-
figuration (of hypersurfaces).

o If, additionally, all f;’s are linear forms, I, is called a linear specialization of I,

o If I, is a linear specialization of I and diim(S) = ¢+ 1, then I, is called the (defining)
ideal of a matroidal configuration of points. (because it is a radical ideal whose variety
is a set of points in P€.)

(2) Moreover an element M of the form M = ff L. fo for some b; > 0 is called a monomial
in fi,..., fn. M is a squarefree monomial if, additionally, b; < 1 for all i. As for “usual”
monomials, one defines supp(M) = {f; | b; > 0}. Since ¢ > 1, by Prop 3.8] the
set supp(M ) is well-defined.

(abedef)(bede)? (cd) =

An example of a matroidal configuration is a star configuration, which is a specialization of a
uniform matroid, e.g. see [GHMI13].

While it is immediately seen that (L.)* = (L"), is true for any £ > 1 and any monomial ideal L,
the analogous equality (L*)(Z) = (L(Z))* is, in general, false. However, in Thm 3.6(1)]
it is proved that (I,)) = (19), does hold for any C-matroidal ideal I, in particular (I,)® is
generated by monomials in the forms fi, ..., f,, more precisely by the set ¢ (G (I (Z))), which we
(slightly improperly) denote G([. ,E”). We then have the following structure theorem:

Corollary 3.12. Let I, be the ideal of a matroidal configuration of hypersurfaces. . Then
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) M; € G(I,Eci)) and is squarefree, where 1 < ¢; < ht [
G(I,E)): M =M, - M, )
with > ¢; = € and supp(M;) 2 ... D supp(My)

If I is a C-matroidal ideal I then, by the Structure Theorem[3.7, G/(I(¥)) can be described as long
as we understand SFy([), i.e. the ideal of squarefree monomials in 1 (Z), for 1 < /¢ < ht I. To make
Theorem 3.7l more effective, we next describe G(SFy(I)).

This first proposition applies more generally to any squarefree monomial ideal.

Proposition 3.13. Let I be a squarefree monomial ideal. For any m € G(SFy(I)) there exist
mi,....,my € G(I) such that LCM(my, ..., my) | m and m; does not divide LCM(my, ..., m;_1)
for2 <i </

Proof. Let A be a simplicial complex such that I = J(A). Considering m as a basic ¢-cover of A
we see that there exists F' € F(A) such that |[supp(m)NF| = ¢. Write supp(m)NF = {y1, ..., ye}.
Now for each 1 < 4 < /¢, consider

~ my;

m; = .

Y- Ye
Since we have removed ¢ — 1 elements from supp(m) to obtain m,, each m; is a 1-cover. Then for

each 7 there exist a m; € G(I) so that m; | m;. Now for all ¢, since supp(m;) N F' = {y;}, then nec-
essarily y; | m;, as otherwise m; would not cover F'. Clearly, LCM(my, ..., my) | LCM(my, ..., my) =
m and, for each i, y; | m; but y; { m; for j # i. Hence my, ..., my has the desired LCM property in
the statement. U

We next show that the converse holds when I is a C-matroidal ideal. In this way, SFy(I) is
generated precisely by the LCM of £ many minimal generators of I.

Proposition 3.14. Let [ be C-matroidal . For { < ht I, let my, ..., my be in G(I) with the property
that for 2 < i < {, m; does not divide LCM(my, ...,m;_1). Then LCM(my, ...,my) € 10,

Proof. Weinducton £ > 2. When £ = 2, as mymo € 1 2CJ (2), there is a minimal squarefree gen-
erator m € () dividing mymgy = LCM(my1, me)GCD(my, ms). We observe that m is squarefree
because, if not, by the Structure Theorem 3.7, m = m% for some mg € G(I), thus mq divides
GCD(mq,my) contradicting the minimality of m; and ms. Then, m is squarefree, thus it divides
supp(mimg) = LCM(my,my), yielding LCM(my, my) € 1),

The case ¢ > 2 follows in a similar manner. Let M/ = LCM(my, ...,my_1) and note that M is
squarefree. By induction, M € I~ Now Mm, € I¥), and we write

Mmy = LCM(M,my)GCD(M,my).

As before, there is a m € G(I (Z)) dividing Mm, and it suffice to prove that m is squarefree.
Suppose not, since xi’ ¥ Mmy for any j, then, by Theorem 371 m = mymsq for squarefree mono-
mials 7; with supp(mg) C supp(my). Then m3 | Mmy, = LCM(M,m,)GCD(M,my), so
me | GCD(M, my). By assumption, mg { M so GCD(M, my) properly divides m, and then mo
properly divides my, contradicting the minimality of my. O

Corollary 3.15. Let I be a C-matroidal ideal. Then the squarefree part of IO is
SFy(I) = (LCM(ma, ..., mg) [ ma, ..., mg € G(I), for2 <i <{m;{ LCM(mq,...,m;_1)),

and G(SFy(I)) consists of the minimal elements with respect to divisibility of the displayed set.
In particular if m € SFy(I) and m € SFy(I) with supp(m) # supp(m), then LCM(m,m) €
SFypq(I).



12 PAOLO MANTERO AND VINH NGUYEN

Proof. The “2” inclusion follows from Proposition[3.14l For the “C” inclusion, letm € G(SFy(I)),
then by Proposition B.13] we get my,...,my € G(I), with the non-divisibility property as in the
statement, and such that LCM(my, ..., my) | m. But then by Proposition B.14] LCM(my, ..., my) €
SFy(I), and hence equals m by minimality of m.

Now we show the “in particular” part of the statement. From the first part we can write m =
LCM(my, ...,my) with each m; € G(I) and m = LCM(m,...,my) with each m; € G(I). As
supp(m) # supp(m), there exist a m; such that 7m; 1 m, hence by Proposition3.14 LCM(my, ..., mg,m;) €
SFyi1(I) and it divides LCM(m, m). O
Corollary 3.16. Let I be C-matroidal , m = my - - - my for some m; € G(I). If there are i, j such
that m; # m; and supp(m;) N supp(m;) # 0, then m ¢ G(I9).

Proof. By Proposition 3.14, LCM(m;, m;) € I (2) and properly divides mim;, SO m;m; is not a
minimal generator of 7(2). Now apply Remark B-3Ito m = (m;m;)(m/m;m;). O
To state the next result, we introduce the following notion.

Definition 3.17. Let A be a simplicial complex. For any £ > 1, we set

Ap:=(F—A| FeF(A),ACF, |Al=¢(-1).
Remark 3.18. If A is pure, then Ay is the (dim A — ¢ + 1)-skeleton of A. If A is a matroid, then
Ay is precisely the (£ — 1)-th truncation Ay_y) of A.

We are now ready to give an alternative description of the squarefree part SFy(J) of J (©). This
description holds for any squarefree ideal .J.

Proposition 3.19. Let J be a squarefree monomial ideal. Then
SFy(J) = J(Ay),
where A is a simplicial complex such that J = J(A).

Proof. 1t suffices to prove

SE()= () SFlp) = N () (hr—a)).

pEAss(R/J) p=pp€Ass(R/J) ACF
|Al=0—1

Since, clearly, SF(I; N Iy) = SF(I;) N SF(I3) holds for any two monomial ideals I, I, then
the first equality follows from the definition of J(©). The second equality follows because every
p € Ass(R/J) has the form p = (z;,,...,x;,) and it easily seen that

SFpY = () (i, ig—a)-
AC{i1,ic)
=1

O

When I is C-matroidal , Corollary 3.15lgives G(SFy(1)), while Proposition [3.19] gives the asso-
ciated primes of SFy([).

Example 3.20. (1) Consider the ideal I = (ae, af,bdf,be, cdf,ce) = (a,b,c) N (a,d,e) N (e, f).
By Proposition to compute SFs(I) we first remove one variable (in all possible ways) from
each associated prime of I, and then compute the intersection;

SFy(I) = ((a, b)N(b, c)N(a, c)) ﬂ ((a, d)N(a, e)N(d, e)) ﬂ ((e)ﬁ(f)) = (abef,acef,bcdef).
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(2) Consider the ideal I = (abe, ace, ad, be, bde, cde). Now, |Ass(R/I)| = 8. Using Proposition
to compute SF5(I) we need to intersect 8(?) = 24 primes. Alternatively, since I is C-

matroidal , we can use Corollary[3.13] and compute the ideal of pairwise LCM of the generators of
1. This yields

SFy(I) = (abed, abee, abde, acde, bede).

Corollary 3.21. Let A be a matroid of rank ¢ = r(A) and corank d = r(A*). Let J be the cover
ideal of A and I be the Stanley—Resiner ideal of A. Note that ¢ = ht J and d = ht I. Then

(1) For1 < ( <c, SFy(J) is the cover ideal of Ay_yj, the (£ — 1)-truncation of A.
(2) For1 < { <d, SF)(I) is the Stanley—Reisner ideal of A*~", the (¢ — 1)-elongation of A.

Proof. (1) follows from Proposition 3.19] and (2) follows from (1) since forming the /-elongation
is dual to forming the ¢-th truncation. ([l

The minimal generators of J (A)(Z) can be viewed as basic /-covers of a simplicial complex A.
Next, we show another combinatorial connection; if A is matroidal, then the minimal squarefree
generators of .J(A)®) correspond to complements of flats of A. Recall that 24 = [Licaxi

Proposition 3.22. Let A be a matroid on [n]. Then H is a flat of A of rank r(A) — £ if and only if
Tin-m € G(SF(J(A))).

Proof. H is aflat of A of rank r(A) — ¢ <= |H N F| = r(A) — £ for all F' € F(A), and for any
vertex i ¢ H, 3F € F(A)suchthat HNF| =r(A) -4+ 1<=|([n] — H) N F| = ¢ for all
F € F(A),and forany i € [n]—H 3 F € F(A) such that |([n] - (HUi))NF| = (-1 += 2, _g
is a basic ¢-cover (see [HHTO7]) <= x[,,— g is a minimal squarefree generator of .J (A, O

Combining Propositions [3.14] and [3.22] and passing to the complement, we recover the well—
known result that every flat of a matroid A of rank 7(A)—/ is an intersection of ¢ many hyperplanes.

Remark 3.23. By Definition a squarefree monomial ideal J is C-matroidal if and only if for
any pair my # mg € G(J) and any variable x dividing both my and my, there exists ms € G(J)
dividing LCM(m1,mg)/x.

We are now ready to prove the second main result of this section. It states that if G'(I(*)) has the
shape described in the Structure Theorem for some symbolic power ¢ > 2, then [ is C'-matroidal.
In particular, one only needs to look at G (I (2)) to determine whether [ is C'-matroidal. It is comple-
mentary to the main results of [MT11]], and [VarI1l], which requires checking the Cohen—
Macaulay property of some symbolic power I(©) with ¢ > 3.

For a monomial ideal L with G(L) = {my,...,ms}, we write LI? := (m?,...,m?).

Theorem 3.24. (Characterization of matroids in terms of generators of some symbolic power) Let
A be a simplicial complex. Let I be either the Stanley Reisner or cover ideal of A. The following
are equivalent:

(i) A is a matroid.

(ii) Forall ¢ > 1, the elements of G(I (Z)) have the form described in Theorem[3.1]
(iii) For some { > 2, the elements of G(I (Z)) have the form described in Theorem 3.1

(iv) G(I?) = QI U G(SFy(I))
Proof. Since A is a matroid if and only if A* is a matroid and In = J(A*), it suffices to prove the
theorem when I = J(A).

(i) = (it) is Theorem [B.7} Next, we observe that (iv) <= (iv') where (iv’) is the property

that G'(1()) has the form described in Theorem 3.7 Indeed, the elements in G(I(?)) have the form



14 PAOLO MANTERO AND VINH NGUYEN

described in Theorem [3.7] if and only if they have symbolic type (1,1), i.e. they are of the form
m? for some m € G(I), or they have symbolic type (2), i.e. they are in G(SFy(I)). It follows
that G(1(?)) has the form of Theorem 3.7if and only if G(I®)) = G(SF,(I)) U G(I1?), since no
element of G/(11?) is divisible by an element of G(SF»(I)), and vice versa.

(i1) = (iv') is now obvious. (iv) = (ii4) is clear too. (iid) — (¢). By Proposition
2.9(3), A is a matroid <= the complements of G(I) form the set of cocircuits of a matroid. We
then check the circuit axiom, translated in terms of elements in G(I) as described in Remark 3.23]
Let my # mo € G(I) and x € supp(my) N supp(ms), then mf‘lmg e It € I®, and then
there exists M € G(I (Z)) dividing m{_lmg. Let M, = VM = Tgupp(nr)- Clearly, My divides

m = \/m‘"tmy = LCM(my,mg). By assumption (i44), M, is a minimal generator of I(1),
where ¢; > 1 is the first entry of the symbolic type (¢y, ..., ¢s) of M. We claim that ¢; > 1. Assume
not, then My € G(I), thus, by (7ii) and Theorem [3.7] the symbolic type of M is (1,1,...,1), i.e.
M = Mf. Since M divides mf_lmg, then M; | GCD(mq, mso) divides my and my. Since
Mi,my,ma € G(I), then My = mq = mg, which is a contradiction because m; # msy. Hence
M, € SF5(I) and then also m € SFy(I), in particular, supp(m) is a 2-cover of A. It follows
that supp(m) — {x} is a 1-cover of A. Hence we can refine this cover to a minimal 1-cover.
In other words, there is a minimal generator ms € I, so that supp(mg) C supp(m) —z C
(supp(m1) U supp(mz)) — . O

Example 3.25. Consider the ideal I = (ab,acd,ace,ade,bed,bee, bde, cde) C kla,b,c, d, e
which has primary decomposition

I =(a,b,c)N(a,b,d) N (a,b,e)N(a,c,d)N(a,ce)N(a,d,e)N(b,e,d)N(byee)N(bde).
Using the primary decomposition we compute I? yielding
1% = (a2b2, a?Pd?, acPe?, ald?e? VA d? 2P et b2 dPe?, PdPe?, abed, abee, abde, acde, bede).
By Theorem (iv), since I is generated by the squares of the generators of I along with
squarefree monomials, we see that I is a C'-matroidal ideal.

4. THE STRUCTURE OF THE SYMBOLIC REES ALGEBRA AND A COMBINATORIAL
INTERPRETATION OF THE NOETHER NUMBER

In this section we describe in details the symbolic Rees algebra of a C'-matroidal ideal .J. For
sake of clarity, we will prove all results when J = J(A) is the cover ideal of a matroid A, but by
passing to A* and dualizing the properties, analogous statements can be obtained when I = I
is the Stanley—Reisner ideal of A. Now let J be C'-matroidal. We will use the structure theorem
to precisely describe the minimal algebra generators of R(.J), and furthermore we will see that
the symbolic Noether number of .J (see Definition [.1)) is related to the ranks of the connected
components of the underlying matroid.

First, for an ideal I in a Noetherian ring .S, the symbolic Rees algebra, denoted R(I), is the
following graded S-subalgebra of S|t],

R(I) = S[It, 1P, 133 ] C S]],

According to [HHTO7], if I is any monomial ideal in a polynomial ring, then R () is Noether-
ian. Inspired by the Noether number in Invariant Theory, we suggest the following definition:

Definition 4.1. Let I be an ideal in a Noetherian ring S. If R(I) is Noetherian, we define the
symbolic Noether number of I (or the generation type of Rs(I), see ) as the largest t-
degree of a minimal S-algebra generator of Rs(I).



THE STRUCTURE OF SYMBOLIC POWERS OF MATROIDS 15

Herzog, Hibi, and Trung have proved that the symbolic Noether number of a squarefree mono-
mial ideal / C R can be arbitrarily large — in fact, it cannot be bounded, in general, by any linear
function in the number n of variables of R Example 5.5]. In stark contrast with this result,
the Structure Theorem implies that the symbolic Noether number of a C'-matroidal ideal is bounded
above by its height, which, of course, is at most n.

Proposition 4.2. Let J C R be a C-matroidal ideal ofht J = c. Then Rs(J) = R[Jt, SFy(J)t?, ...,
SF.(J)t°]. In particular, the symbolic Noether number of J is at most c.

Proof. Tt follows immediately from Theorem 3.9 O

Note that, however, with .J as above, the set {Jt, SFy(J)t?, ..., SF.(J)t} need not be a set of
minimal algebra generators. In particular the symbolic Noether number could be strictly less than
c. Our next goal is to provide a precise, concrete description of the symbolic Noether number. We
will relate it to the connected components of A.

Definition 4.3. Let Ay, As be disjoint sets and A; a matroid on A; for i = 1,2. The direct sum
Ay @ Ay is the matroid on Ay U Ag whose set of bases is {Fy U Fy : F; € F(A;) fori=1,2.}.

A matroid A is disconnected if A = Ay & Ag for submatroids Ay and Ao, otherwise A is
connected. If A = A1 & --- & Ag and all A;’s are connected, then we call the A;’s the connected
components of A.

Definition 4.4. Ler A be a matroid on [n]. For any A C [n), the restriction A|4 of A to A is the
matroid whose independent sets are the independent sets of /A which are contained in A.

Clearly, if a matroid A on [n] is disconnected with A = A 4 @ Ap for a partition A, B of [n],
then A|4 = A4 and A|p = Ap. We now provide some characterizations of (dis)connectedness.

Proposition 4.5. Let A be a matroid on [n], J = J(A) C R and ¢ := ht J = r(A). The following
are equivalent:

(1) Aisdisconnected, i.e. A = Ay D Ap;

(2) (x1--- )t is not a minimal algebra generator of Rs(J);

(3) there exists a partition A, B of [n] such that both {FFNA: F € F(A)}and {FNB:F €
F(A)} forms a set of basis of a matroid;

(4) J = Ja + Jp where Ja and Jp are ideals in k[A] := k[x; | i € A] and k[B] := klx; |
i € B] respectively, where A, B is a partition of [n].

Proof. (1) = (4): By definition of direct sum, the primes in Ass(R/.J) are all of the form
ASS(R/J) = {]JFl + PR Fy € .F(AA),FQ S .F(AB)}
As A and B are disjoint, for any F; € F(A4), we have
bt () pm= () (n+PR)
FQGJ:(AB) FQE.F(AB)
Hence, it follows that
m PR + ﬂ PR, = m (pF1 ‘|‘sz) =J

FieF(An) FreF(Ap) F1€.7:EAA§
FreF(Ap

Then setting J4 = J(A4) and Jg = J(Ap), see that J = J4 + Jp.
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(4) = (2): Leta := ht Ja, b := ht Jg. As A and B are disjoint, it follows that ¢ = a + b.

Furthermore, by [HNTT17, Thm 3.4] or Thm 7.8], J) = > JX)J](Bj). Finally

Tl Ty = TATR,SINCE T4 € JXI) and zp € Jg)) then (2) follows.

(2) = (3): By symmetry it suffices to show that {FF N A : F' € F(A)} satisfies Definition
2.1(1). We first show that {F N A : F € F(A)} and {F N B : F € F(A)} are pure simpli-
cial complexes. By assumption, and since J and SFy(.J) are all monomial ideals, we can write
(1 xp)t® = (x4t%)(2pt?) for subsets A, B C [n] and a,b € Z, such that a + b = c. Since
x1 -+ Ty, i squarefree, then A, B forms a partition of [n]. Now let p = _F € Ass(R/J). Since
x4 € J, then |F N A| > a. Similarly |F' N B| > b. Then

a+b<|FNAl+|FNB|<|F|=c=a+b,

i+j=c

where the rightmost inequality holds because A, B are disjoint. Therefore, all inequalities are equal-
ities and, in particular, |FFN A| = a and |F'N B| = b.

We now use purity to prove that Definition 21(1) holds for {FFN A : F' € F(A)}. Let F, F’ €
FA)with F'NA#FnNAandleti € (FNA)— (F'NA)soie(F—F)NA. Since Aisa
matroid, there isa j € I’ — F so that (F' — i) U j € F(A). It remains to show that j € A, so that
the exchange of ¢ with j happens in A. This holds because, by purity, |((F — i) U j) N A| = a, and
therefore j € Aasi € A.

(3) = (1): Let A4 and Ap be the simplicial complexes generated by {FFN A : F' € F(A)}
and {FFN B : F € F(A)}, respectively. We prove that A = A4 & Ap.

The forward inclusion is immediate, because A LI B = [n]. As for the other inclusion, we show
FUG isin F(A) forany F' € F(Ay) and G € F(Ap). Since A, B is a partition of [n], by
definition of A4 and Apg there exist F/ € A with IV C A, and G’ € A with G’ C B, such that
FUG € F(A)and F' UG € F(A). We will show that we can “trade” G’ for G. By purity of A,
|G| = |G’|. Since A, B is a partition of [n] and A 4, Ap are matroids, then there exist a,b € Z
such that

() |[HNAl=a and |[HNB|=b forany H € F(A).

Set ' :=G'— G C (FUG")— (F'UG). Since A is a matroid then, by Definition 2.11(3), there is
asubset £ C (FUG) — (FUG") such that K := ((FUG') — E')U E € F(A). Then we have

|IG'=|(FUG")NB|=|KNB|=|(G"-E)YUE)NnB|=|(G'— E')U(EnNB)|.

The leftmost equality holds because ' N B = () and G’ C B, the second equality from the left
follows from (<), and the rightmost equality holds because £’ C G’ C B. Since |E| = |E’|, then
from the above we obtain £ C B as well. Since £ C F’UG and F’ C A then, in particular, £ C G,
so |G'| = |(G'=E")UE)|. Since (G'—E")UE = (G'NG)UE C G, and |(G'—E")UE| = |G'| = |G|
then (G’ — E') U E = @G. Therefore

FUG=FU((G"-E)YUE)=((FUG") - E)YUE =K € F(A).

Recall that for any E' C [n] we write 2 := [[;cp -

Corollary 4.6. Let A be a matroid with cover ideal J, let ¢ = ht J. For any E C [n], let r =
r(A|g). If xgt” is not a minimal algebra generator of Rs(J) then A|g is disconnected.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that for any subset A C F, that if z4 € J) then 24 € J(A|g)"). Hence
if 2 4t" is not a minimal algebra generator of R(.J) then x 4¢" is also not a minimal generator of
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Rs(J(Alg)). The statement now follows by using A|z as the matroid in Proposition 4.5 (2) =
(1). O

We can now provide a combinatorial description of the symbolic Noether number.

Theorem 4.7. Let A be a matroid with connected components A 4., ..., A s, where A; is the ground
set of each A y,. Let J be the cover ideal of A, then the symbolic Noether number of Rs(J) is
max{r(Aa,)}.

Proof. Let A 4 be a connected component of A of maximal rank 7. Since A|4 = A 4 is connected,
by Corollary xAt" is a minimal algebra generator of R4(.J). Hence the symbolic Noether
number of J is at least r.

By Proposition to prove the other inequality it suffices to look at “squarefree monomial”
algebra generators of R,(.J), i.e. algebra generators of the form f := zt*. To conclude we show
that if any such f = xpt" is an algebra generator of R(.J) for some E C [n], with |E| > k > 7,
then f is not a minimal algebra generator of R4(.J). Foreveryi = 1,...,d, let r; := r(A4,) and
E; := EN A;. Observe that at least two of the E;’s are non—empty because, if not, then £ C A; for
some %, thus k < r; < r, yielding a contradiction.

Now, for every ¢, let m; := xg, € R, and let k; be the “symbolic degree of m,;”, i.e. let
k; := max{h € Ny : m; € J(h)}, then f; := m;t"* is an algebra generator of R,(J). Note that if
E; = 0, then k; = 0 and m; = f; = 1. Now, by construction, f = (fifo--- fd)tk_zki, and since
at least two of the f;’s are not equal to 1, if we show that f = f; --- f; then we have concluded the
proof. Therefore, we want to prove that £ = Z?Zl k;. Since k is the largest symbolic power of J
containing xp and f; € J (ki) for all i, then k > Z?:l k;.

If I' is any matroid, and we write a squarefree monomial f € J(I')®) — J(T) 1 as f = £, fo,
and let k; be the largest symbolic power of J(I') containing f;, then in general it may happen (and
it frequently happens) that & > k; + ko. However, we show that, in our setting, equality holds.

By definition of k;, for every i there is some prime pr, € Ass(R/.J) such that m; € p%’i — pﬁﬂ.
Clearly, if E; = 0, then k; = 0, so in this case pg, can be taken to be any associated prime.
Let q; := Prna,; since A = @?:1 Ay,, then q; is an associated prime of R/J(A4,). Since
supp(m;) C A, it follows that m; € qfi - qf”’l for every i. Now, let

p=aqtq2+...+da
Since q; € Ass(R/J(Ay,)) for every i, and A = @?:1 Ay, then p € Ass(R/J). Finally, by
definition of k; and the above, zp € pF1Ttha — pkit.+katl Since k is the smallest integer for
which 2 € J®) — JED then S0 k; > k. O

5. APPLICATION 1: FORMULAS FOR SYMBOLIC DEFECTS

In this section we prove a formula for the symbolic defect of any C'-matroidal ideal, a general
upper bound for the symbolic defect of any squarefree monomial ideal, and we show that a large
class of matroidal ideals achieve the bound, i.e. they have maximal symbolic defects.

We first recall the notion of symbolic defects, as introduced by Galetto, Geramita, Shin, and Van
Tuyl [GGSVTI19]. The ¢-th symbolic defect of an ideal I is
sdefect(I,0) := p(I9/1%),

where 1(—) denotes the minimal number of generators of a graded R-module.
By definition, the /-th symbolic defect is a measure of the difference between 1) and I¢.
In general, these invariants are extremely hard to compute. For instance, it is not even known
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which squarefree monomial ideals I are normally torsion-free, i.e. have trivial symbolic defects,
sdefect(I,¢) = 0 for all £. A wide—open, long—standing conjecture raised in 1990 by Conforti
and Cornuejols, if proved, would characterize normally torsion—free squarefree monomial ideals in
terms of the packing problem, see e.g. Section 4.2].

As another illustration, let I x be the defining ideal of a set X of r general points in P2. Currently,
one only knows the precise values of sdefect(Ix,2) if r = 1,2,3,4,5,7 or 8 — in all these cases
it is either 0 or 1 — while for r = 6 or » > 9 the only known result is that sdefect(/x,2) > 1,
Thm 6.3]. We are not aware of any results in the literature computing sdefect(Ix, ¢)
for any ¢ > 3.

When I is a monomial ideal, Drabkin and Guerrieri proved that sdefect(7, /) is eventually a
quasi—polynomial function in ¢ Thm 2.4], but little is known about it. In fact, in general,
there are very few classes of ideals for which some symbolic defects are known, even when one
restricts to squarefree monomial ideals I of height 2 (see e.g. Sections 4 and 5]). Some
notable exceptions are:

e complete intersection ideals — in this case it is well-known that sdefect(I, £) = 0 for all ¢;

e cover ideals of bipartite graphs — in this case Herzog, Simis, and Villareal proved sdefect(1, ¢)
= 0 forall ¢, Thm 5.9];

e ideals of star configurations — an explicit formula is given in Cor 4.13]. In this case
sdefect (I, ¢) > 0 for all £, and the formula is complicated, further illustrating the difficulty,
in general, in the computation of sdefect ([, ).

We recall that homogeneous polynomials fi, ..., f, in R form a regular sequence if every f; is a
non—zero divisor on S/(f1,..., fi—1), and an ideal I is a complete intersection if it can be generated
by a regular sequence.

To state our first main result of this section we need to recall the notion of monomial grade. First,
recall that the grade of a homogenous ideal I, denoted grade(7), is the maximal length of a regular
sequence in I. The monomial grade of a monomial ideal I is the maximal length Mgrade(I)
of a monomial regular sequence (i.e. a regular sequence consisting of monomials) in /. If I is
C-matroidal then writing I = I for some matroid A, then Mgrade([) is the largest size of an
independent set in the circuit graph G(A) defined in Definition [5.10]

By definition, Mgrade(/) < grade([), and the ideal [ is called Konig if equality holds. In
general, the above inequality is strict. For instance, it is proved in that a matroidal ideal
is Konig if and only if I is a complete intersection. In fact, matroidal ideals tend to have rela-
tively small monomial grades. E.g. if A is a paving matroid (see Section [7) of rank n — ¢, then

Mgrade(Ia) < min{c L }

P n—c |°

In general, if [ is a squarefree monomial ideal and «(1) denotes the smallest degree of an element
n

of I, then it is easily seen that Mgrade(/) < min { grade([), 0 }
We now prove a formula for the symbolic defects of any C'-matroidal ideal.

Theorem 5.1. Let I be a C-matroidal ideal. Then for any ¢ > 1

Mgrade([) /-1
fect(1,0) = p(IY) — F(I" I 7).
sdefect(I,¢) = p(I'7) Z |SE(I")NGIY)] .

r=1

Proof. Recall that m denotes the ideal of the variables of R. Let A, := SF(I") N G(I™).
First, we note that for any monomial m € A,, up to reordering, there is only one way to write



THE STRUCTURE OF SYMBOLIC POWERS OF MATROIDS 19

m in the form m = m;, ---m;, for some ij,...,7, € [s]. To see this, assume by contradic-
tion one can also write m as m = mj, ---m;, with mj, & {m;,,...,m; }. Then, in particu-
lar, there is a variable © € supp(m;,) — supp(m;, ). Since all the m;, have disjoint support, it
follows that x does not divide LCM(mj,, m;,, ..., m;,) and since m;, divides m it follows that
LCM(mj,, m;,, ..., m;.) properly divides LCM(m;,, my,, ..., m;,) = my, ---m;, = m. Since
LCM(mj,, miy, - . . ,m;,) € I) by Proposition 3.14 then m € G(I¥)), yielding a contradiction.
Note that, for any subset 7' C {iy,...,%,}, the monomial my := [] jer My is in A; where

t := |T|. Indeed, if not, then my € mI®, som = mp(m/my) € mI®1"~t C mI(") contradicting
the assumption m € G(I().
To prove the equality in the statement, we prove the following qualitative statement:

(#) I'nGUIY)={m---my | mi, - mi, € A forsomer > 1, by =1{, by >1Yh}.

“D” Let m;, ---m;, € A, for some r > 1. Now, let M = mfll e ml;: for any b, > 1 with

> h—1 b = ¢. The sum condition implies that M/ € I*. Setb = max{by,...,b,},and for 1 < j < b,
let T; = {i, : by, > j}. Notice that M = mq, ---mg,, and Z?’:l T = > h_ibn = £ It
follows from the previous paragraph that mr, € G (I (17 ‘)) for all j. By construction supp(mTj) D)
supp(mry;, , ), hence, by the Structure Theorem[3.7, M € G(I ),

“C’Let M € I'NG(IW). Since M € I, then there exist m;, € G(I)and by, > 1 with 3 by, =
¢ such that M = mfll . mf: Observe that, since M € G(I9)), then m := my, ---m;, € GI™),
by Remark B3] Additionally, since M € G(I (Z)), then the m;, ’s have pairwise disjoint supports,
by Corollary 3.6l Therefore, m € A,. This concludes the proof of (#).

Since sdefect (I, £) = u(IQ) — |[I*NG(ID)| to complete the proof we determine the cardinality
of the right-hand side of (#). We fix an arbitrary total order on G(I) and from now on we assume
that any monomial m = m;, ---m;, € A, is written so that m;, < m;, < ... < m,,. From the first
paragraph of this proof, after fixing the order on G(I), there is a unique way to write any monomial
MecI'nGUI0)as M = mfllml;: with m;, < m;, < ... < m,,, by € Z4 for all h, and
> h—1 br = L. In other words, M is uniquely determined by VM = my, - --m;, and the exponent
vector (by,...,b;). Therefore

'ncI®) =| | b,
r=1

where D, := {M € I'NG(IY) | VM € A,}.

To obtain the desired formula from the disjoint decomposition above, we need to determine
|D;.¢|. By the above, each M € D, is uniquely determined by VM = m;, ---m;, € A, and
the exponent vector (b1, ...,b,). Therefore, for any m € A, there are as many M € D, , with
VM = m as monomial expression in {m;,,...,m;,} with exponents by > 1 with S_b;, = £.
Since by, > 1 for all h, this is the same as the number of monomial expression in r-variables of
degree ¢ — r, which is (H(g::)_l) = (ﬁ:i). It follows that

(#)  sdefect(Z,6) = p(I) = | Dyl (ﬁ _ 1)
r=1

Finally, to show that the sum runs from r = 1 to r = Mgrade([), we show that |D, | = 0 for all
r > Mgrade([). To see it, assume m = m;, - --m;, € A, for some r > 1. Since m is squarefree,
then the supports of the m;, ’s are pair-wise disjoint, therefore m;,, ..., m;, is a monomial regular
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sequence in I, so r < Mgrade(/). This proves that |A,| = 0 for all » > Mgrade(I), concluding
the proof. U

Philosophically, by Theorem [5.1] the /-th symbolic defects of C-matroidal ideals are uniquely
determined by the squarefree elements in I N G(I © ). As the proof heavily relies on the Structure
Theorem [3.7] it is not surprising that an analogous principle, for non—C-matroidal ideals, is in
general false. E.g. I = (ab, ac, bed) C kla, b, ¢, d], sdefect(I,2) = 1 but the formula produces 2.

Furthermore, it is not true that a squarefree monomial ideal I is C-matroidal if and only if the
same formula of Theorem 5.1l holds. E.g. I = (abc,abd, acd,bede) C kla,b,c,d, e] is not C-
matroidal but its symbolic defect does satisfy the formula.

For future references, we compute the contribution of » = 1 to the sum in Theorem 3.1k

Remark 5.2. Let I be C-matroidal and D,., = {M € I'nG(IY)) | VM € SF(I")nG(I™M)}.
Then

SFD NG| =D ( ) = (0

By Theorem [5.1] for a fixed C-matroidal ideal I, all symbolic defects are determined by
a, = [SEI") N GIM)].
The good news is that, for a fixed C'-matroidal ideal, it is usually not hard to compute the a,.’s.

Example 5.3. Consider the I = (ab, ace,ade, aef,bce, cd, cf,bde,bef,df ) which is C-matroidal
(e.g. by Theorem[3.241(5)), and has Mgrade(I) = 2. We explicitly write the sets SF(I") N G(I())
for1 <r < 2. Ofcourse SF(I) N G(I) = G(I), hence a1 = 10. Also,

SF(I”) N G(I?) = {(ab)(cd), (ab)(cf), (ab)(df)} ~ —  az=3.

Now, as an example, for { = 2, one can verify that p(I (2)) = 23, hence the formula in Theorem[3. 1]
produces sdefect(1,2) = 10.

Another reason why the numbers a, above are often not hard to compute is that, for large classes
of C-matroidal ideals, all the a,’s vanish, except a; = u(I). (see Theorem and Remarks
and [Z2]) We now take a small detour to prove that the same formula applies to the ideal of

any matroidal configuration. In Thm 3.6(2)] the authors prove that for a C'-matroidal
ideal I, a minimal graded free resolution of (1 *)(Z) is obtained by “specializing” a minimal graded
free resolution of I (Z), and, as a consequence of their result, a number of numerical invariants of
(1)) are obtained from the corresponding invariants of I(*) (e.g. Cor. 4.3 and 4.6, and
Thm 4.8]). However, it is not clear whether similar formulas hold for numerical invariants obtained,
for instance, by looking at quotients, or inclusions of some ideals in some other ideals, see e.g.
Question 4.7] or the fact that Prop 3.8(1)] is not stated as an “if and only
if” statement in full generality. (see also Rmk 3.2].)

Next, we prove that the symbolic defect, despite being obtained by computing minimal generators
of a quotient, is actually preserved by specializations:

Theorem 5.4. Let [ be a C-matroidal ideal and let I, be a specialization of I. Then for all { > 1,

Mgrade(I)

sdefect (I, £) = sdefect(I,£) = p(I"Y) — Z |ISF(I") N GI™M)| <§ : i)

r=1
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Proof. By Theorem [5.1] we only need to prove the first equality. Write G(I) = {my,...,ms} and
let Gy := G(IY)) — G(I"). Now, the statement follows from the stronger, qualitative statement that
©(Gy) is a minimal generating set of (I,)*) /(I)".

Since, by Thm 3.6(1)], p(G(ID)) is a generating set of (I,.)(), and since ©(G(I*))
is a generating set of (I,)’, then (GY) is a generating set of (I,,)) /(I,)".

We prove minimality. First, since I* € I, then I' N G(IY)) =
{N1,...,N,} = I 01 G(I?), and observe that, if N € G(I¢) and N
N € mI®), 50 6(N) € p(m)p(10) = (fi,..., fu) (L)

Next, assume by contradiction there exists M € Gy such that F' := (M) is not a minimal
generator of (I,)¥)/(I,)¢. We observe that, since M ¢ G(I*), then also F' ¢ o(G(I%)), because
otherwise, ¢(M) = ¢(m;, ---m,,) for some i1,...,7y € [s|. Then proof of Prop 3.8]
shows that M = my, ---m;,, thus M € I ¢, yielding a contradiction.

Therefore, p(I' N G(ID)) = {p(N1),...,o(N,)} C gp( (1) — {M}), so @(N;) € J, for
alli =1,...,u, where J is the R-ideal generated by G(I¥)) — {M}.

Now, the non—mlnlmahty of F'is equivalent to the inclusion F' € J, + (I*)Z. We claim that,
after possibly including in .J, any element of (I,)* which is a minimal generator of (I *)(Z), we may
further assume F' € J, + (f1,. .., fu)(I.)©

More in details, write F' = Fy + > e;, ,Fi -+ F;, for some Fy € J,, 1 < i, < s,
€i,,..i, € S and monomials Fj, in f1,..., f,. Foreachiy,... iz, if m;, ---my, € I‘n G(I(Z)) =
{N1,..., Ny}, then F;, - Fj, € (p(N1),...,¢(Ny)) C Js, so we may include these terms in Fj
to assume F' = Fy+ ) e;, . i, F;, --- F;, as above, with the additional assurnption that the sum runs
over all indices iy, ...,ip € [s] such that N := m;, ---m;, ¢ G(I'Y)). We proved above that for
any such N the image o(N) = F}, - Fy,isin (f1,..., fo)(I) D, 50 F € Jo+(f1, ..., fu) (1)WY,
proving the desired claim. Therefore,

(I*)(Z) = (F) +J. CJi+ (f17 .- yfn)(I*)(Z)

By Nakayama’s Lemma it follows that (/. )(z) = J,, 1.e. F is not part of a minimal generating set
of (I,)®), which contradicts [GHMNI7, Thm 3.6(1)]. O

G(IY) N GIY). Let
¢ {Ny,...,N,}, then

Next, we want to provide a wide class of C'-matroidal ideals for which we can provide an explicit
formula for sdefect (I, ¢). It follows by Theorem[5.Iland Remark [5.2]that for any C'-matroidal ideal,

sdefect(I,£) < (1Y) — p(I).
We next observe that the same bound holds for any squarefree monomial ideal /. Recall that if
G(I) = {my,...,ms}, then G(I) = {m{,... m’}.
Proposition 5.5. For any squarefree monomial ideal I one has

sdefect(I,0) < p(I¥) — (1),

and equality holds if and only if G(I'Y) N G(IY) = G(I'Y).
Moreover, the above bound is sharp. In fact, for any integers n > c¢ > 2 there exists a matroidal
ideal I of Wt I = cin R = k[z1, ..., xy] for which “="" holds.

Proof. Let A be a simplicial complex with I = J(A). Viewing elements of G(I(9)) as basic /-
covers, we see that every element of the monomial bracket power I¥) will always be a basic ¢-cover.
Hence we always have G(119) C G(I(9)) N G(I"), therefore

sdefect(I,£) < p(I) — p(1") = (1) — u(I).
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Next, for any n > ¢ > 2, let U, ,, be the uniform matroid of rank con V' = [n] and let I = J(U, ).
By [Man20, Thm 4.11], for all £ > 1 one has sdefect (I, £) = pu(I¥)) — u(I). O

Remark 5.6. The above inequality does not hold for general ideals, even if we restrict to Cohen—
Macaulay, radical ideals, as the following example shows.

Example 5.7. Let X = {Py,...,Ps} be a set of 6 general points in P?, then Ix has 4 minimal

generators, i.e. u(Ix) = 4, and it can be proved that M(Igg)) = 4 too. To see this, one first observes
that, by generality, one may assume that for any j = 1,2, 3, the only quadric q; passing through all
the P;’s except P is irreducible. For any 1 < i < j < 6, let L;j be the line determined by P; and
P;j. It is not hard to show that

2
]§<) = (q192L12, q193L13, q2q3L23, q1G2q3).

Now, if it were true that the inequality sdefect(Ix,2) < ,u(Iﬁ?))—,u(IX) holds, then sdefect(Ix,2)
= 0, which would contradict the inequality sdefect(Ix,2) > 1 proved in [GGSVT19, Thm 6.3].

In fact, the above description of the minimal generators of Ig?) implies, for degree reasons, that
sdefect(Ix,2) > 3. It is not hard to show that, actually, sdefect(Ix,2) = 3.

As the upper bound in Proposition [3.3lis sharp, we can now define ideals with maximal symbolic
defects.

Definition 5.8. We say that a squarefree monomial ideal I has maximal ¢-th symbolic defect if
sdefect(I,£) = pu(I9) — ().

As stated in Proposition there are C'-matroidal ideals with maximal symbolic defects. We
note that there exist non—C-matroidal ideals with maximal symbolic defects as well, e.g. I =
(abc, abd, acd, bede) C kla, b, ¢, d, e] has maximal symbolic defects for every ¢ and it is the Stanley—
Reisner ideal of a pure, non—matroidal simplicial complex. For a non—pure example, one can take
I = (abd, acd,bed) C kla, b, c,d).

Remark 5.9. Let I be C-matroidal and £ > 2, it follows from Theorem 5.1l and Remark 5.2l that T
has maximal ¢-th symbolic defect if and only if I" N G(I")) = 0 for all 7 > 2.

One may think that having maximal symbolic defects is a very strong condition. In contrast to
it, we first characterize the C'-matroidal ideals with maximal symbolic defect and then we prove
that many (conjecturally: almost all) C'-matroidal ideals have maximal symbolic defect! (See also
Remark [7.2]) To this end, we need to introduce a couple of combinatorial definitions.

Definition 5.10. Let A be a matroid.

(1) The (vertex—labeled) circuit graph of A is a graph G(A) whose vertices are labeled by the
circuits of A, and there is an edge between two vertices if and only if the corresponding circuits are
not disjoint.

(2) We say that G(A) is 2-locally connected if for any two non—adjacent vertices C1,Co € G(A)
there exists a vertex C ¢ {C1,Cy} such that C1, 5, Cy is a path in G(A) and C CCLUCy We
call C1q, c , C'5 a locally connected 2—path between C and Co.

The motivation in studying (1) — which is a variation of the well-known concept of circuit graph
of a matroid — comes from the observation that G(A) is connected if and only if A is a connected
matroid. Condition (2) is inspired by the notion of “local connectedness” of a Hochster—Huneke
graph Def 2.11]. It may appear strong, but one should compare it with the following
observation: If A is a connected matroid with at least 3 circuits, then G(A) has diameter at most 2.
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(and the diameter is precisely 2 if and only if A has two disjoint circuits.) Therefore, given any two
non-adjacent vertices in G(A), there is always at least a 2—path (i.e. a path of length 2) connecting
them. Condition (2) asks for the existence of a locally connected 2—path.

To provide further evidence, we now show that a wide class of matroids have (vertex—labelled)
circuit graphs which are 2—locally connected.

Proposition 5.11. Let A be a matroid, let d(A) := min{|C1|+|Cs| | C1,Cy are disjoint circuits}.
Ifd(A) > r(A) + 3, then G(A) is 2-locally connected.

In particular, every matroid whose smallest circuit has size at least (r(A) + 3)/2 sastisfies the
assumptions of Proposition 5.1l This includes, for instance, all paving matroids (see Section [7))
having rank > 2.

Proof. Let r := r(A) and d := d(A). Since every circuit has size at most r + 1, then it follows
by the assumption that every circuit has size at least 2. Let C, Cy be any two disjoint circuits and
fix v;,w; € C; fori = 1,2. Let D; := C; — v; for ¢ = 1,2, by assumption D U D5 has size at
least 7 + 1. Let D be any subset of D U D5 of size r + 1 containing w1, ws. Observe that since
vy,v3 ¢ D, then C; € D fori =1,2.

Since |D| > r, then D is a dependent set, so it contains a circuit C which, by the above, is
distinct from C', Cs and, by construction, C C D C (Cq Uy, Therefore, C1, C (5 is a locally
connected 2—path in G(A). O

We now return to the discussion on the symbolic defects. We have seen that for matroidal ideals
associated to a uniform matroid one has sdefect(I,¢) = u(I)) — pu(I) for all £ > 1. The Struc-
ture Theorem [3.7] allows us to extend this equality to a wide class of matroidal ideals, which we
characterize combinatorially. In addition, we prove the a priori unexpected fact that, if the equality
sdefect(I,0) = (1) — p(I) holds for some £ > 2, then it holds for all £ > 2.

Theorem 5.12. Let I be a C-matroidal ideal, and let A\ be a matroid such that I = Ix. The
following are equivalent:

(1) G(A) is 2-locally connected,

(2) I has maximal £-th symbolic defect for all ¢,

(3) I has maximal {-th symbolic defect for some £ > 2,

(4) sdefect(I,2) = u(I®) — u(I),

(5) For any my, ms € G(I) with disjoint support, there is m ¢ {m1, ma} such that m | myms.

Proof. (1) <= (5) follows from Proposition 2.9](2).

(5) = (2). By Proposition we may assume by contradiction that for some ¢, sdefect(I, /) <
w(I©) — pu(I). Then there exists m € G(IY) such that m € G(I%) — G(IY). We write m =
mq ---my form; € G(I). Asm ¢ I8, we may assume m; # mo.

Since m € G(I) the, by Corollary the m;’s have pairwise disjoint support.

Now, by property (5) there exists m € G(I) with m ¢ {my,ma} such that m | myms. Since
m # my, there exists a variable y € supp(m;) — supp(m). Note that y ¢ supp(mg) by the
above. Let L := LCM(m, my). Then, by the above, L | mimq and y ¢ supp(L); additionally, by
Proposition B.14, L € 1. Since mimy /y is a multiple of L, then mymso/y € I (2). Therefore,
m/y € I, contradicting the assumption m € G(I()).

(3) = (2). By Theorem[S.J]and Remark[3.2] for any ¢ > 2, I has maximal ¢-th symbolic defect
for some ¢ > 2 if and only if |SF(I") N G(I))| = 0 for all » > 1. Hence, again, by Theorem 5.1
|SE(I") N G(IM)| = 0 for all + > 1 implies that I has maximal /-th symbolic defect for any /.
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(2) = (4) is clear. (4) = (5) Let m1,my € G(I) have disjoint support, then mimsg is
a squarefree monomial in 12 C I?). By Proposition the assumption implies that mimoy ¢
G(I?), so there exists mg € G(I?) such that mg properly divides mimy. Necessarily mq
is squarefree and, by Corollary mo = LCM(ms,my) for mg,my € G(I). Since my =
LCM(mg, my4) properly divides myms = LCM(mq,ms), then {ms3,m4} # {mq, mo}, thus one
of mg or my is the required m. 0

By Remark[5.9] 1" N G(I(")) = () for all » > 2 <= G(A) is 2-locally connected. Similarly, for
any ¢ > 2 one can characterize the last value of r providing a non—zero contribution to the sum in
the formula of Theorem [5.11

For any C-matroidal ideal I = In and any ¢ > 2 we can say that G(A) is g—locally star
connected, if for any ¢ non-adjacent vertices in G(A), there is a vertex v of G(A) which is adjacent
to all of them. (equivalently, the induced graph on these ¢ + 1 vertices is a star having v as a center.)
Note that being 2-locally connected is the same as being 2-locally star connected. Then, the same
arguments as above prove the following generalization:

Theorem 5.13. Let I = Ia be a C-matroidal ideal and q > 2. Then G(A) is g-locally star
connected if and only if sdefect(I,¢) = p(I) —S°9_, |SF(I") N G(I(T’))|(§:i) forall ¢ > 1.

6. APPLICATIONS 2: INITIAL DEGREES AND RESURGENCE

To illustrate another potential use of Theorem[3.7, we now provide explicit formulas for the initial
degrees of any symbolic power I(¥) of any C-matroidal ideal I, as well as for the Waldschmidt
constant of /.

In order to prove these results, we need to establish some notation and recall a couple of facts.
For a homogeneous ideal I in a polynomial ring R, one defines

a(l) =min{deg f : f € I}.
The Waldschmidt constant of I is defined to be

a(I) = lim o)

{—r00 /

One can show that a(I(9)) is subadditive so lim O‘(ITY)) = inf a(IT}e)) exists Lem 2.3.1].

As a direct consequence of the structure theorem, we will show for matroid ideals, that there
is a natural description of the initial degrees of the symbolic powers, and the Waldschmidt con-
stant is obtained by a squarefree generator of some symbolic power of that ideal. We first need an
elementary inequality.

Lemma 6.1. Let dy,do, s1, and so be positive integers. Then

dy + da . {dl d2}
>ming —, — ».
81 + S9 S1 89

manipulations. From the assumption sod; < s1do. Adding dys; to both sides we obtain

d dy +d
sody +dis1 < dgsy +dis1 = di(s1+ s2) < si(de+d1) = )
51 51+ S2

. . dq do . . . .
Proof. Without lost of generality we may assume T+ < 2. The proof is a string of arithmetic
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The second equality in the next result is a slightly more refined version of the equality proved in
Thm 3.6]. Although we are sure it is known to experts, we include a short proof for the sake
of completeness.

Theorem 6.2. Let [ C R be a homogeneous ideal. Assume the symbolic Rees algebra R4(I) is
Noetherian, and write Rs(I) = R[I1t, Ist?, ..., 1.t] for some ¢ > 1 and ideals I, C IO, Then

Oé(I(Z)) = min {Z apa(ly) | Z hay = E} )
h=1 h=1

&(I) = min {O‘(j@) } .

and

1<¢<c

Proof. The assumption on R¢(I) implies that

](f) — Z Ia1]2a2...]gc . a([(f))_min{zaha(]h) | Zh@h_é}
h=1 h=1

a1+2as...+ca.=~4,ap,>0

We prove the second equality. Let a = min{¢ : a(ITfl)) = a(I)}. Now let m € I®) with

deg(m) = aa(I). Suppose m ¢ I,, then, by the description of Rs(I) we can write m = mimsq for
some m; € (%) with 1 < a; < afori = 1,2 and a; + ag = a. Then, by Lemmal[6.1]

al) = Oz(I(a)) > min {a([(al)) a(I(CLQ)) } |

a ar | as

J(a1) J(a2) .
0&&71)7 OZ(T)} Since both 71 and 79

are strictly smaller than r, this contradicts the minimality of r. U

By the minimality of a(I), we get that @(/) = min

We now provide more explicit formulas for C'-matroidal ideals.
Corollary 6.3. Let I be a C-matroidal ideal with ht I = c. Then

all) = 1?2(; { w } '

Write I = In = J(A*) for some matroid A. Then, additionally,
(1) letting cp, denote the smallest size of a circuit in the elongation of A to rankn —c+ h — 1,

then
Oz(f(z)) = min {Z apcy | Z hay = f} ,
h=1 h=1
and .
a(l) :min{ﬁh | h = 1,...,0};
(2) letting fy, denotes the largest size of a flat of A* of corank h, then

c—1 c—1
(1)) = min {Z ap(n— fn) | Z(c — h)ap, = 6} ,
h=0 h=0

and
_'Z" y h:O,l,...,c—l}.

a(I) = min {”

Cc —
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We actually refine this result in Proposition [Z77 where we show one only needs to take the
minimum over all £ between 1 and the uniformity—threshold of I. (see Definition[7.4])

Proof. The first equality and the first equality of (2) follow by applying first Proposition and
then Proposition The second equality in (2) follows by the above and Proposition The
equalities of (1) follow by the ones of (2), by applying the duality of elongation and truncation, and
using the well-known facts that the flats of A of rank r(A) — h are the hyperplanes of the h-th
truncation of A, and a subset F' C [n] is a hyperplane of A if and only if its complement [n] — F' is
a circuit of the dual matroid. (see e.g. Prop. 2.1.6].) O

We will see in the next section that for paving and sparse paving matroids one can use the above
general formula to obtain simpler, more explicit formulas, see for instance Proposition [Z.3] Corol-
lary [Z.8] and Proposition

The above results can also be employed to produce bounds on the resurgence of C-matroidal
ideals. First, we recall the definition of resurgence of an ideal I:

p(I) = sup{t/r | 1V ¢ I"}.

This invariant was introduced by Bocci and Harbourne in [BHI0Q]. The resurgence and related
invariants (e.g. the asymptotic resurgence, or the ic-resurgence) have been object of recent research,
see for instance [[GHM20], [DD21]], [JKM?22], [GHM?23]|, [ViI23]], [KNT24] and references therein.

When [ is an ideal whose associated primes have the same height ¢, combining a theorem by
Bocci and Harbourne [BH10, Thm 1.2.1(a)] with a theorem by Ein-Lazarsfeld-Smith [ELSOI}
Thm A] and Hochster—Huneke [HHO02, Thm 1.1(a)] one obtains the inequalities

a(l)
<p) <ec

When I is the defining ideal of a O-dimensional scheme, e.g. a set of points in a projective space,
then, according to Thm 1.2.1], one has a stronger upper bound:

< res(d)

a(I)

We then obtain the following formula for the resurgence of specializations of C'-matroidal ideals
(see Definition B.11). For simplicity, we state it only for linear specializations.

Corollary 6.4. Let I, be a linear specialization of a C-matroidal ideal. Let A be the matroid
such that I = Ia and let ¢y, denotes the smallest size of a circuit in the elongation of A to rank
n—c+h— 1. Then

max{h.cl | h:l,...,c} §p(],£€))§c.
ch

If; furthermore, I, is the ideal of a matroidal configuration of points in P¢, then

h - (n — 1
max{ a ]hzl,...,c}gp(f*)gmax{w\h:l,...,c}
ch ch

We state this corollary by taking I to be Ia because the result for I = J(A) is slightly less
elegant. However, the interested reader can use the above discussion and Corollary (2) to deduce
it.
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7. FORMULAS FOR PAVING AND SPARSE PAVING MATROIDS

In this section we obtain simplified formulas in terms of the uniformity—threshold, which we
introduce as a measure of how far a matroid is from a uniform matroid, and may be of independent
interest. In particular, we obtain easy—to—use formulas for paving and sparse paving matroids.

In general for any matroid A the size of of its circuit is at most (A) + 1. Roughly speaking, a
paving matroid is a matroid with only “large” circuits.

Definition 7.1. A matroid A is paving if all its circuits have size greater than or equal to r(A). A
sparse paving matroid is a paving matroid A whose dual A* is paving too.

By definition, paving matroids A of rank 7(A) > 1 are loopless and, similarly, sparse paving
matroids of rank r(A) > 1 are loopless and coloopless.

Remark 7.2. By Definition [Z1] and Proposition [5. 11} every paving matroid of rank > 2 has a
2-locally connected circuit graph G(A).

Since, conjecturally, almost all matroids are paving, see e.g. Conj 1.6] and
Section 6], then, conjecturally, the Stanley—Reisner and cover ideals of almost every matroid A of
rank > 2 have maximal symbolic defects.

The uniform matroid on [n] of rank c is a sparse paving matroid for any 1 < ¢ < n. Its cover
ideal is known as a monomial star configuration ideal of height c in n variables. For simplicity, for
the rest of this paper, by star configuration we mean a monomial star configuration ideal.

Proposition 7.3. Let A be a matroid with cover ideal J = J(A), and let ¢ = ht J = r(A) with
c > 1. The following are equivalent:

(1) A is a paving matroid,

(2) SFy(J) is a star configuration of height c —{ + 1 for2 < { < ¢,

(3) a(SFy(J))=n—c+{ forall2 <l <c

(4) SF5(J) is a star configuration of height ¢ — 1,

(5) a(SFa(J))=n—c+2.

Proof. (1) = (2) : By definition, the circuits of A are the minimal dependent set of A. Hence, as
A is paving, every subset of size at most 7(A) — 1 = ¢ — 1 is independent.

(2) = (4) is clear. (4) = (1) follows from Proposition SF5(J) is the cover ideal of
the first truncation of A. Hence all subset of size ¢ — 1 are independent in A, which shows that the
circuits of A must have size greater than or equal to ¢ = 7(A).

(2) = (3) and (4) = (5) are well-known (see e.g. Cor 2.4 or Cor 2.5] for a stronger
statement). For the converse, we show that if a matroid I" of rank »(I") on [n] is not uniform of rank
¢, then a(J(T)) < n — c. Tosee this, let F' = {iy,...,i.} ¢ F(I'), then zp,_r € J(I') proving
a(J(T) <n-c. O

So, algebraically, the squarefree part of J (A)(Z) can be effectively used to measure how far away
a pure simplicial complex A is from being a uniform matroid. We now formalize this intuitive
notion of “being close to a uniform matroid”.

Definition 7.4. Let A be a pure simplicial complex. We define the uniformity—threshold ut(A) of
A to be the minimum integer u for which A giy(A)—y» i.€. the codimension (u — 1)-skeleton of A, is
a uniform matroid. If no such u exists, then we set the uniformity—threshold to be cc.

Note that ut(A) = oo if and only if there is a vertex in [n] which does not belong to A (a loop,
if A is a matroid). If there is no such vertex and dim(A) = ¢ — 1, then ut(A) < ¢ because at least
for u = ¢, the O-skeleton of A, i.e. the set of vertices of A, is the uniform matroid of rank 1.



28 PAOLO MANTERO AND VINH NGUYEN

Remark 7.5. Let J be the cover ideal of a pure simplicial complex A, with ¢ := ht J = dim(A)+1.
Then, A is a uniform matroid <= ut(A) = 1, by Proposition A is paving <= ut(A) < 2,
and A is simple <= ut(A) < c— 1.

Also, by Proposition 319 the cover ideal of the (c — {)-skeleton of A is SFy(J), thus

ut(A) = min{u € Zy | SFy(J) is a star configuration for every { > u} .

We now establish a connection between the uniformity—threshold and the girth of any matroid.
As ut(A) = oo if A is a matroid containing a loop, we assume A is loopless. In general, it is easy
from an algebraic perspective to deal with matroids with loops or coloops, see Proposition 2.9(6).

Proposition 7.6. Let A be a loopless matroid of rank ¢ on [n] with ¢ < n. Let g be the girth of A,
i.e. the minimal size of a circuit of A. Then ut(A) =c+2 — g.

Proof. Since A is loopless, then g > 2. To establish the result we show that the (g — 2)-skeleton of
A is a uniform matroid, and that the (g — 1)-skeleton is not a uniform matroid.

By definition of girth, any subset A C [n] of size g — 1, hence of dim(A) = g —2, is independent.
Thus, A.42_4 is a uniform matroid. Now, the circuit C' of A of smallest size g, is a subset of [n] of
dim(C) =g —1and C ¢ A, so A.41_4 is not a uniform matroid. O

In the next result we show how the uniformity—threshold allows us to refine the formula for the
Waldschmidt constant in Corollary by reducing the number of terms for which one takes the
minimum. Since a(J(A)) = n/cif A is the uniform matroid of rank c on [n], in the next result we
may further assume A is not the uniform matroid.

Proposition 7.7. Let J = J(A) be the cover ideal of a loopless matroid A of rank c over [n]. If A
is not the uniform matroid, then with u = ut(A)
F: F,_
a(J) :min{a(J),a(S 2(J)) (S I(J)),E}.

2 T u—1 c

Proof. By Corollary[6.31a(J) = minj<,<, {w} Whenever SFy(.J) is a star configuration

of height ¢ — ¢+ 1, then o(SFy(J)) = (n—c+¥¢)/¢. Observe that (n — ¢+ £) /¢ is a non—increasing
sequence, therefore

U):mm{aUL

Q)

2 B u—1 ’ u 7'“,0—1’0

a(SFy(J)) a(SF,_1(J)) n—c+u n—1 n}

=mm{au)3@%&ﬁluwﬁﬁﬂziﬁiﬁ}.

u—1 c

As an application, we can quickly compute &() when A is a paving matroid.

Corollary 7.8. Let J = J(A) be the cover ideal of a non—uniform paving matroid A of rank c over
[n]. Then
n

a(J) = min {a(J), —}.

C

Proof. Since A is not uniform then ut(A) > 2. By Proposition ut(A) < 2, thus ut(A) = 2
The result now follows from Proposition [Z.7] O
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Example 7.9. Consider the following rank 3 matroid on [6],
A = {{17 27 5}7 {17 27 6}7 {17 37 5}7 {17 37 6}7 {17 47 5}7 {17 47 6}7 {17 57 6}7 {27 37 5}7

{2,3,6},{2,4,5},{2,4,6},{3,4,5},{3,4,6},{3,5,6},{4,5,6} }.
One can check that A is paving, but not sparse paving — because {5, 6} is a cocircuit. Its cover ideal
is J = (r516, T123T4, ToT3T4T6, T1ToT 4T, T1L2T3L6, ToL3TaTs, T1X223T5). By Proposition[Z.3]
or by Proposition (because the girth of A is 3), we see that ut(A) = 2. Applying Corollary[Z.8]
we get a(J) = 2.

When A is a sparse paving matroid, we can completely describe a(.J (Z)) for all £. If A is a uni-
form matroid, then a(J(®)) is already known. (see e.g. Thm 7.7] for a stronger statement. )
So we avoid this case in the next result.

Proposition 7.10. Let J be the cover ideal of a non-uniform sparse paving matroid A of rank c on
[n]. If A has a coloop then o J (Z)) = L forall L. If A is coloopless, then

a(J) =n—c,
a(J(Z)) =n—c+{l, for2</({<c.

For 0 > ¢, write { = qc+bforl <b<c, then

(g+1)n—c+b ifb#1

al T = ga(J© alJ®y = .
(JY) = qa(J) + () {(q—i—l)n—c ifb=1

Proof. First, assume A has a coloop, then J contains a variable x. Since el (Z), then a(J (Z)) <
¢, and since the other inequality is trivial, then a:(J(*)) = ¢ for all £.

Next, assume A is coloopless. Observe that since A is not uniform, then n — ¢ > 2.

For 2 < ¢ < ¢ we prove by induction that a(J(Z)) =n —c+ {. When ¢ = 2, by Propo-
sition 73] SFy(J) = n — ¢ + 2. From the Structure Theorem 3.7 it follows that a(J?)) =
min{2«(J), a(SFy(J))} = min{2n — 2¢,n — ¢+ 2}, whichis n — ¢ + 2, since n — ¢ > 2.

If £ > 2, observe that a(J©) > a(JUY) = n — ¢4 £ — 1. On the other hand a(J®)) <
a(SFy(J)) = n—c+ L Hence a(JO) = a(SF,(J)) = n — ¢+ £. This concludes the case where
2</¢<e.

If £ > ¢, by the Structure Theorem [3.7] we have

a(J®) = min Z a(JE))| Z ci =1/

1<¢;<c 1<¢;<c

The desired formula for a(J (Z)) will follow from the above description and iterated applications of
the following inequality, which we will show. Let a and b be integers such that 1 < a < b < ¢ and
a+b > ¢, then

a(J@D) 4 a(JO) > a(J)) + a(J@+09),

First, assume a = 1. In this case the inequality, a + b > cand b < ¢, forces b = ¢ — 1. This
shows that a + b — ¢ = 0, hence the displayed inequality above holds from subadditivity of .. Next,
assume a > 1. Then as 2 < a < b < ¢, from the first result shown above, we know

a(J D)+ a(J®) =2n — 2¢+a+b.

Now 1 < a+b— ¢ < ¢, again from the first result, we have a(J(¢T0=9) is at most n — 2¢ + a + b.
So then a(J(9) + a(J(@0=9)) < 2n — 2¢ + a + b as desired. O
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Corollary 7.11. Let J be the cover ideal of a non-uniform sparse paving matroid A of rank ¢ on
[n]. If A has a coloop then a(J) = 1. If A is coloopless, then a(J) = n/c.

Proof. If A has a coloop, the equality follows from Proposition If A is coloopless then
n — ¢ > 2 and, by Proposition [Z10and Corollary [7.8]

a(J) = min {oz(J), ﬁ} = min {n —c, E} .
& &
The statement follows because n/c < n — ¢ precisely when n — ¢ > 2. U

In particular, we can find much narrower bounds for the resurgence of matroidal configurations
of points obtained by specializing the cover ideal of a sparse paving matroid.

Corollary 7.12. Let A be a sparse paving matroid of rank c on [n] with no loops or coloops. Assume
A is not a uniform matroid. Let —, denote the specialization to a matroidal configuration of points.

Then ( 0
c(n—c+
< pJ(A)) € =
Corollary [/.12l generalizes [BEGM21!, Prop. 3.8], because the matroids studied in [BFGM21]] are
sparse paving. This latter fact is well-know but, for the sake of completeness, we give a short proof

below.

c(n—c)

Definition 7.13. A Steiner system with parameters S(n,d,t), is a pair (V, B), where

e V is a set of n elements, and
e 3 is a collection of subsets of V with t elements, called the blocks of the system, where
every subset of V' of size d is contained in exactly one block.

In [BEGM21], the authors construct a matroid A from a Steiner system (V, 3) with parameters
S(n,d,t) with d < t in the following way. V is the groundset of A, and the basis of A are all the
t-subsets of V' that are not blocks.

Remark 7.14. In the matroid literature, there are different ways to construct a matroid from a
Steiner system. For instance, instead of the above, one could take the set BB to be the set of hyper-
planes of the matroid, see and [vdHPvdP18). In general, this construction and the one in
[BEGM21l), lead to different matroids. They coincide if and only if d = t — 1.

Proposition 7.15. Given a Steiner system with parameters S(n,d,t) with d < t, the matroid A
associated to it following [BEGM21]] is a sparse paving matroid.

Proof. We may assume d < t < n and the groundset is V' = [n]. We first show that A is paving
using Proposition [7.3] (4). Let J = J(A), and observe that t = ht J = r(A). By Corollary 3.21]
we know that SF5(J) is the cover ideal of A;_j, so we need to show that A;_; is the uniform
matroid of rank ¢ — 1. Let A C [n] with |A| = ¢ — 1, then there are at least two distinct ¢—subsets
By and Bs of [n] containing A. Observe that By and By cannot both be blocks because otherwise
BiN By O A, and since |A| =t —1 > d, then By and By share a subset of size d — a contradiction.
Hence either By or Bs is a basis, and since A is contained in it, then A € A.

Next we show A* is paving. By Corollary 3.21] and Proposition (4) it suffices to show that
A, ie. the 1-elongation of A, is the uniform matroid. Let A be any subset of size ¢ + 1, we show
that A is a basis of A! by showing that A contains a basis of A. Suppose not, then all t—subsets of
A are blocks, then any d-subset D of A is contained in any t—subset of A containing D. Since all
t—subsets of A are blocks and |A| = ¢+ 1 > d + 2, there is at least two blocks containing D, a
contradiction. O
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Example 7.16. The Fano Plane F; is a Steiner system with parameters S(7,2,3). Up to isomor-
phism it is the only Steiner system with those parameters. Its blocks can be taken to be

B={{1,2,3},{1,4,7},{1,5,6},{2,4,6},{2,5,7},{3,4,5},{3,6, 7} }.

The bases of the corresponding matroid A are the 3-subsets of [6] which are not blocks. It has cover
ideal

J(A) = (v4z57627, T23T576, T2T3T4TT, T1TIT5T7, TIT3T4T6, T1T2T6LT, T1T2T4Ts5).
A is a sparse paving matroid so, by Corollary[Z11) a(J(A)) = 7/3.

8. APPLICATIONS 3: A FAST MACAULAY2 ALGORITHM FOR COMPUTING I©) WHEN £ >> 0

Macaulay?2 has a function, symbolicPower, in the SymbolicPowers package, which
computes 1) for any homogeneous ideal I C R. There is an optional argument CIPrimes =>
true which can be applied for squarefree monomial ideals /. The functions require small amount
of time when ¢ and dim(R) are small.

For C-matroidal ideals I, we employ the Structure Theorem [3.7]to provide an alternative way to
compute ().

Starting from relatively small ¢, our algorithm is significantly faster than symbolicPower. In
fact, it allows very fast computations of large symbolic powers. For instance, the table below shows
the computation timings for the cover ideal J of the Fano plane in Example We denote our
algorithm as symPowMat roid. All times are in seconds.

J® symbolicPower | symPowMatroid
¢=10 1.34375 0.15625
(=11 2.42187 0.17187
(=12 4.32812 0.20312
¢=13 7.60937 0.23437
(=14 12.4375 0.28125
{=15 20.0625 0.29687
¢ =16 31.9687 0.35937
(=17 51.3906 0.40625
¢ =18 74.2812 0.45312
=19 110.984 0.48437
¢ =20 167.406 0.54687

From the table, the time that symbolicPower takes to compute J(©) appears to be exponential
in ¢, whereas for symPowMatroid the timings grow linearly in ¢. The time difference is pro-
nounced for very large £. Our algorithm computes J(1%9) in our computer in about 13 seconds, it
can be surmised from the growth in the table that symbolicPower will take a few hours.

Here we will present the algorithm in pseudocode. A direct implementation in Macaulay?2 of the
algorithm can be found on the second author’s website.

To simplify the presentation of the algorithm, we illustrate it for .J the cover ideal of a matroid
of rank c. With small variations one obtains the analogous algorithm for the Stanley—Reisner ideal
of a matroid. Alternatively, one can use the algorithm for the cover ideal of the dual matroid, which
would be the Stanely—Reisner ideal of the matroid.

The Structure Theorem [3.7] states that all minimal generators of J(©) are either squarefree, or
are obtained by multiplying squarefree minimal generators in lower symbolic powers. The first
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step in the algorithm is then to compute the squarefree part of each J(), denoted as SF, v(J), for
1 < £ < c. One way to obtain it is to first use symbolicPower(J,¢)for 1 < /¢ < ¢, and then use
squarefreeGens to take the squarefree minimal generators. However, by Proposition we
can instead compute the cover ideal of the skeletons of the simplicial complex of J. For brevity, we
omit this implementation and assume we have done so with the function skeleton(J,?).

Now, from the Structure Theorem [3.7} to compute J(©), we loop through all possible symbolic
types — recall that they are sequences (cy, 2, ..., ¢s), Where > . ¢; = fand ¢; > ¢y > ... > ¢5 > 1.
We may view these sequences as partitions of ¢ with parts of size at most ¢. The set of all such
partitions can be computed in Macaulay?2 using the function partitions. To keep track of
repeating ¢;’s we write the sequence (cy, ca, ..., ¢s) as ((c1,n1), (c2,n2), ..., (¢r,ny)), where each
n; is the number of times ¢; appears. Now, for each partition, we will multiply along powers of
minimal generators m;* € SF,, (J) where the supports of the m;’s form descending chains. One
way to algorithmically carry out all such possible multiplication, is by forming the order complex
on U!_;SF,,(J) where the partial ordering is given by divisibility. In Macaulay?2 this can be
carried out with the package Poset. For brevity we omit the algorithm for forming this complex,
and we will wrap it in the method orderComplex. After forming the complex, we obtain all
generators with symbolic type (c1, ..., ¢5) by multiplying along all facets of the order complex, and
raising each monomial part to the appropriate power.

Algorithm 1 symPowMatroid(J,)

Input: matroid cover ideal .J, integer ¢
Output: L = JO
¢ < min{ht J, ¢}
P < partitions(¢, c)
L < ideal 0
sqfreeParts <— empty list
for h from 1 to c do
sqfreeParts <— append(sqfreeParts, skeleton(./, h))
end for
for each partition P in P do
I' < orderComplex(sqfreeParts, P)
for each unique ¢ in P do
n; < count ¢ in P
end for
M1
for each facet F' in F(I") do
for each monomial m in F' do

M — M x m™
end for
L + L +ideal M
end for
end for
return L
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